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Under the circumstances that 1) plaintiff’s mother signed an arbitration agreement for
“Devoy Baby” and “Minor” knowing she was a the hospita to deliver twins, 2) the hospital
admitting interviewer’s practice was to offer pregnant women two arbitration agreements, one
for themsalves and one for the baby, and, if informed by the patient or triage nurse that the
patient is expecting twins, separate arbitration agreements for Twin A and Twin B, and 3) the
admitting interviewer would have filled out separate arbitration agreements for the twins had she
known plaintiff’s mother was carrying twins, | conclude that the circuit court did not er in
concluding that the admitting interviewer offered a angle agreement not knowing that a multiple
birth was expected, that plaintiff’'s mother sgned a separate form specificaly referring to
“Baby” and “Minor” knowing “she was Sgning away the rights to go to court for the minor
children,” and that because the statute does not require separate forms for each child, the
agreement is valid as to the two children. In sum, | conclude that where plaintiff’s mother sgned
a separate arbitration agreement knowing she was carrying twins, and the admitting interviewer
provided the separate agreement intending that it apply to the ddivery, but only provided one
such agreement because she did not know that the ddlivery was expected to result in amultiple
birth, the agreement is properly construed to apply to both children.



| would affirm.
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